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### Title:
**Michael T. Dava vs. The People of the Philippines and The Intermediate Appellate Court**

### Facts:
On October 19, 1975, Michael T. Dava, while driving along Shaw Boulevard, Mandaluyong,
incidentally struck pedestrians Bernadette Roxas Clamor and Dolores E. Roxas, leading to
the former’s death and injuries to the latter.  Subsequently,  Dava’s driving license was
confiscated and utilized as evidence in a criminal case against him for homicide and serious
physical injuries through reckless imprudence.

In a twist, on April 12, 1978, Antonio Roxas identified Dava driving, despite his license being
previously confiscated, leading to a report and an operation by the Constabulary Highway
Patrol Group (CHPG), where Dava was found with a presumably falsified driver’s license.
This triggered an investigation culminating in a charge against Dava for falsification of a
public document in the Court of First Instance of Rizal, Quezon City.

Following conviction, Dava’s appeal led to a case annulment due to jurisdictional issues,
prompting a refile in the Regional Trial Court of Pampanga. The subsequent trial involved
testimonies from various witnesses, including law enforcement officers and Bureau of Land
Transportation  personnel.  Despite  Dava’s  defense  attempts,  implicating  a  friend  who
purportedly acquired the license for him via fixers, the court found Dava guilty, a decision
reaffirmed by the Intermediate Appellate Court upon appeal.

### Issues:
1. Admissibility of evidence from annulled proceedings.
2. Accountability for possessing and using a falsified driver’s license.
3. The involvement and induction in the falsification process.
4. The role and implication of “fixers” in the acquisition of government-issued documents.

### Court’s Decision:
The Supreme Court ruled that evidence from an annulled proceeding is inadmissible, hence
excluding  certain  prosecution  evidence.  Nonetheless,  it  affirmed  Dava’s  conviction  by
focusing on the proven facts that he had indeed induced the falsification of a driver’s license
and used it, knowing it was counterfeit.

### Doctrine:
– A decision rendered by a court without jurisdiction is a nullity, and proceedings founded
on it are equally worthless, rendering any derived evidence inadmissible.
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– Possession and utilization of a falsified document, when done knowingly and without a
satisfactory explanation, imply culpability in the falsification.

### Class Notes:
1. **Jurisdiction is Fundamental**: A court’s decision without jurisdiction is void. Relevant
citations: “Solid Homes, Inc. v. Payawal, G.R. No. 84811”, “Estoesta, Sr. v. Court of Appeals,
G.R. No. 74817”.
2. **Falsification of Public Documents**: Elements outlined under Article 172 of the Revised
Penal Code; understanding involves acknowledging the act,  participation,  knowledge of
falsity, and the usage thereof.
3. **Use of Falsified Documents**: Beyond mere possession, the active use and the intent
behind such use are critical for establishing guilt under Article 172.
4. **Admissibility of Evidence**: Evidence derived from void proceedings is inadmissible,
rooted in the principle of nullity due to lack of jurisdiction.

### Historical Background:
This  case  underscores  the  inherent  issues  present  within  the  Philippine  bureaucratic
system, particularly around the procurement of public documents like driver’s licenses, and
highlights the judiciary’s stance on evidence admissibility and the intricacies involved in
falsification charges. It also reflects on the phenomenon of “fixers” within governmental
processes, shedding light on the social and systemic corruption challenges faced by the
Philippines during the period.


